HISTORICAL BUILDINGS AND SITES COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
January 16, 2020 at 4:00 PM
Courtyard Conference Room

. City/Staff/Council Liaisons:
COMMISSIONERS: == = —
. City Councilor Barry Eames - Absent
Ward Warren (Chair) :
: : Lora Glover — PCD Director - Absent
Rob Pell (Vice Chair) | -
Virginia Ford - Absent Bradley Clark — Principal Planner

Shirley Holzinger - Absent Donna Rupp — Associate Planner

Arden McConnell

raen Guests:
Bill Richard
il Richardson Nathan Miller

Trish and Tom (?) Thoman
Shannon Holder

1. Roll Call Chair Warren called the meeting to order at 4:05 pm.
2. Introductions

3. Elections:
Discussion of length of officer terms and all agreed that committees and commissions
allow for longer terms than what is stated in the Development Code when all members
are in agreement.

Motion
Commissioner McConnell nominated Commissioner Warren for Chair. Commissioner
Pell seconded the motion. No other nominations for Chair were made. The vote
resulted as follows: “AYES”: Chair Warren, Vice Chair Pell, Commissioners:
McConnell and Richardson. “NAYS”: None.
Absent: Commissioners Ford and Holzinger.
The motion passed.

Chair Warren noted that he may only retain the Chair position through May.

Motion
Commissioner McConnell nominated Commissioner Pell for Vice Chair.
Commissioner Richardson seconded the motion. No other nominations for Vice Chair
were made. The vote resulted as follows: “AYES”: Chair Warren, Vice Chair Pell,
Commissioners: McConnell and Richardson. “NAYS”: None.
Absent: Commissioners Ford and Holzinger.
The motion passed.

4. Public Comment: (opportunities for citizens to share information with the Committee
regarding items that are not on the agenda)

a. Trish Thoman owns the building at 115 and 117 SW G Street (formerly Blind
George’s) and would like to present a proposed fagade upgrade and new awning
on the building for Commission approval. Chair Warren advised her to have it
added to the February agenda for formal review.

5. Approval of Minutes
a. December 19, 2019
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The following corrections were noted:

o On Page 2, Commissioner McConnell is listed as voting on the motion to
have expanded summary minutes as well as abstain from the vote. She
abstained from the vote.

o On Page 3 under item 6.b., last sentence should be corrected to read:
Research on Riverside Park is moving forward for either a local and/or
national landmark.

o On Page 4 under item 7, last paragraph should be amended to read “Discuss
criteria that needs to be established for local landmarks in order for Arden
to work with, create, and develop processes and procedures for creating
subcommittees.”

Motion
Commissioner McConnell moved and Commissioner Pell seconded the motion to
approve the minutes of December 19, 2019 as amended. The vote resulted as follows:
“AYES”: Chair Warren, Vice Chair Pell, Commissioners: McConnell and Richardson.
“NAYS”: None. Absent: Commissioners Ford and Holzinger.
The motion passed.

6. Action Items:

a. Review Commission applicant applications: Two applicants (Miller and Holder)
were present and ballots were distributed. Commissioners asked questions of the
applicants regarding their experience, historical interests, plans and ideas for the
district. Because of the absences of two Commissioners, return of ballots was
extended until Tuesday, January 21 at 5 pm. Ballots are to be sent to Brad or
Donna at PCD.

b. Establish Museum Subcommittee. Discussion of the process for establishing the
subcommittee and the need for a new museum. The vision for a new museum
would provide more local information such as the industries that were here, along
with a broader scope. A subcommittee typically consists of members of the
commission who will work on a specific topic. Discussion of funding and how it
could be tied to the City's pending designation as a Certified Local Government.
This topic will be discussed at next meeting when commission is fully attended.

c. Applegate Trail Markers. Ginger Ford is absent and she knows this subject best.
It will be moved to the February meeting.

d. Update Welcome Signs with Founded or Incorporated Date. Discussion of
founded date. Staff read an email from Michael Oaks, expert and author of local
history books, stating that the town founder carried the town plat to the (then)
county seat of Jacksonville on December, 7, 1883 and it was recorded 3 days
later, making the official founding date of December 10, 1883. Incorporation
occurred on March 7, 1887.

Commissioners discussed that the train didn’t actually come to Grants Pass until
1884. The Commission decided to support use of a founding date of 1884.
Action ltem for Staff: Bring photos of the two existing “Welcome” signs to next
meeting. Next meeting: Discuss where new ones (if any) should be placed and
the process for updating the existing ones with historical dates.
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e. Discuss Local Landmark Criteria for Subcommittees (Section 13.441) — move
subcommittee discussion to next month.

7. Matters from Commission Members and Staff:

a. Review applications for Local Landmarks. The Application for Croxton Park is
included in the packet. Since Commissioner Ford is not present, the commission
will review it next month. Discussion on Grants Pass Pharmacy application and
lack of response for narrative. Staff provided list of Local Landmarks that have
been discussed since May.

Action Items for Commissioners:

Commissioner McConnell will follow up with Grants Pass Pharmacy and try to
get completed narrative.

Chair Warren will follow up on the Caveman Bridge and Redwood Empire Sign
Local Landmark application.

b. Historic Plaques
Action ltem for Staff: Provide a list of buildings that already have historic plaques.

c. Other items from commissioners:
o Discussion of Isaac Walton Building that was located in Riverside Park.
Action Item for Staff: Research history of building, when it was
demolished, dimensions, location in park, and if any funding is available
for something like it — similar to a community center.

d. Other items from staff:
o Brad met with a representative from the Confederated Tribes of Grand
Ronde at a recent conference and would like to have him come to a
meeting to talk about the history of Native Americans in the Rogue Valley.
Commissioners welcomed the idea and would like to add the speaker to
the agenda in March or April.

8. Future Agenda Building for Next Meeting

Subcommittee (Museum and Local Landmark) Discussion
Applegate Trail Markers — Guest presentation
Updating Welcome Signs with “Founded Date” and discuss location of new ones

Local Landmark application follow up.

Isaac Walton Building follow up

9. Adjournment
a. Meeting adjourned at 5:25 PM.

Next scheduled meeting: February 20, 2020, at 5:30 PM

Minutes prepared by Donna Rupp and Bradley Clark, City of Grants Pass Community Development.
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CITY OF GRANTS PASS

PARKS & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

PKT PROPERTY MANAGEMENT, 115 & 117 SW G STREET
HISTORICAL BUILDING FAGADE IMPROVEMENT REVIEW

HBSC HEARING

Procedure Type:

Type lil: Historical Buildings and Sites Commission Hearing

Project Number: 303-00104-20
Project Type: HBSC Facade Improvement Review
Owner: PKT Property Management, LLC

Representative:

Patricia Thoman

Property Address:

115 & 117 SWG street

Map and Tax Lot:

36-05-18-DA TL 500
See Exhibits 1 & 2

Zoning:

Central Business District (CBD)

Planner Assigned:

Donna Rupp

Application Received:

January 30, 2020

Application Complete:

January 31, 2020

Date of Staff Report:

| February 13, 2020

Date of Hearing:

February 20, 2020

PROPOSAL.:

The request is for a design review of fagade improvements at 115 and 117 SW G Street, a
historical structure located within the Grants Pass Downtown Local Historic District and the

Grants Pass G Street National Register Historic District. The structure is listed as the “Dean/
Sauer & Fenner” building and commonly referred to as Blind George’s in the Historic Resources
Survey and Inventory of the Central Business District for the City of Grants Pass, dated August
1992, Survey 1 (Exhibit 3). The application includes drawings, color samples and a narrative
explaining the fagade improvement, which include a new awning, wall-mounted lighting and
paint. (Exhibit 4).

L. AUTHORITY:

Section 2.050 and 13.454 authorizes the Historical Buildings and Sites Commission to review
installation of new awnings on structures within the Grants Pass Downtown Local Historic
District as a Type Il procedure.

. CRITERIA:

The decision must be based upon the criteria contained in Section 13.453 of the Grants Pass
Development Code.

303-00104-20 ~ Historic Structure Improvement Review 1
Thoman 115-117 SW G Street Fagade Improvement ~ Type lll, HBSC Review



Iv. APPEAL PROCEDURE:

Section 10.050, City of Grants Pass Development Code, provides for an appeal of the Historical
Buildings and Sites Commission’s decision to the City Council. Based on Section 10.051, an
appeal must be filed within twelve (12) calendar days from the date the written decision is
mailed.

V. DISCUSSION:

The subject property is listed as the “Dean/ Sauer & Fenner' building and commonly referred to
as Blind George’s News Stand/Smoke Shop in the Historic Resources Survey and Inventory of
the Central Business District for the City of Grants Pass, conducted by George Kramer and Jill
A. Chappel dated August 1992. The survey notes the structure as a “Primary” brick building,
built in 1894. The abutting structures are also constructed of brick (see Exhibit 5). The subject
parcel has traditionally been used as commerce/retail, with the namesake Blind George’s
business closing in January 2020 after 98 years in business.

The applicant proposes to install five (5) new lights above the awning. The existing building
facade does not contain any wall-mounted lights. They also propose to remove the existing
canvas awning and replace it with a metal frame canopy that contains clear Lexan
(polycarbonate) panels. The existing wood frames around the doors and windows are also
proposed to be re-painted to dark gray and black colors. Color samples are included in the
packet and will be presented at the public hearing.

The applicant is in the process of applying for matching grant funds for the fagade improvement
through a City of Grants Pass program for storefront beautification.
VI. CONFORMANCE WITH CRITERIA:

A. Criteria for Elements of Compatibility within the Historic District for Awnings
and Marquees ~ Section 13.453(5)

These criteria are intended to create a range of appropriate options that will allow
owners to proceed with as little delay as feasible while still assuring the goals of the
Historic District are met. Under subsection 5, Awnings/ Marquees, the Grants Pass
Development Code states: “Awnings/Marquees can help unify or provide interest to an
otherwise undistinguished exterior. The installment of new awnings and marquees on
existing structures require review by the HBSC”:

Criterion 1: Awnings and Marquees shall be mounted directly to the structure.
Staff's Response: Satisfied. Proposed structure is mounted to the building.

Criterion 2: Preferred materials are canvas or metal (depending on the age and design
of the building.

Staff's Response: Satisfied with Conditions. The applicant is proposing an awning
that incorporates metal and plexiglass to allow more lighting into the store. The frame of
the awning that defines the edge and is most visible from the public right-of-way is metal
with a decorative motif. The Lexan panels will be visible underneath the awning to

303-00104-20 ~ Historic Structure Improvement Review 2
Thoman 115-117 SW G Street Fagade Improvement ~ Type Ill, HBSC Review




















































































Medford Historic Preservation Overlay District
Paint and Roofing Criteria
December 2007

application. These criteria were developed to ease the approval process for paint permit applications
so as to allow property owners to avoid the necessity of a full Commission review where appropriate.

A.

EXCLUSIONS:

By definition, certain types of exterior painting activity are excluded from review by the Landmarks
and Historic Preservation Commission. These are:

1.

B.

Repainting any historic residential resource in its existing colors is considered maintenance
activity and is excluded from review under 10.406(2)..

Painting any minor work that does not otherwise require a building permit or review and
approval under 10.256 et seq. is excluded from review. Examples of such activities include
but are not limited to repair and replacement of damaged siding or trim, gutter installation,
storm window installation, replacement of a window within the existing opening, replacement
of a door within an existing opening, etc.

PRE-APPROVED PAINT PALETTE:

In order to create an objective set of pre-approved colors appropriate for use in Medford’s residential
historic districts, as well as for individually listed local landmark or National Register properties
zoned residential, the Landmarks and Historic Preservation Commission has adopted a standardized
palette of pre-approved colors.

At its regularly-scheduled July meeting in even-numbered years the Landmarks and Historic
Preservation Commission will review the standardized palette of pre-approved colors and re-
confirm or update the palette for use by the Planning Director for the following twenty-four
month period. A copy of the approved palette is attached to these criteria by reference and is
available for review at the Medford Planning Department.

Adoption of any standard commercially-available paint palette or chart does not constitute an
endorsement of any particular vendor or paint manufacturer. Applicants may propose paint
from any brand or source provided the hue and tone is determined identical in all visual
characteristics to the colors of the pre-approved palette by the Planning Director.

Planning Director approval of applications for re-painting under these criteria are subject to
the following criteria:

a. The application is limited to re-painting or minor maintenance work only and that such
work is not part of any other proposed activity at the site that is subject to review by the
Landmarks and Historic Preservation Commission under 10.258(2). [Repainting in
conjunction with re-roofing approved under these criteria is permitted]

b. That the application includes paint colors determined by the Planning Director to be
identical in hue and tone to the colors of the approved palette.

c. That the application includes no more than three individual colors, hues, or tones.

d. Approved paint colors may be applied in any finish or sheen from flat to gloss, at the
applicant’s discretion. Because it was not a traditional method of painting residential
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Medford Historic Preservation Overlay District
Paint and Roofing Criteria
December 2007

architecture and does not typically wear well due to sun fading, the use of high-gloss paints
for body tones is strongly discouraged. It is not, however, prohibited.

PAINT REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCESS:

Applications may be denied approval under these Criteria when any one of the following
conditions is determined by the Planning Director.

a. The proposal includes any paint color that is not determined to be identical in hue and
tone to the colors of the approved palette.

b. The proposal includes more than three individual colors, hues, or tones of paint.

c. The proposal is determined by the Planning Director to be counter to the intent of

these criteria and counter to intent of the Historic Preservation Overlay.

Applications determined to be outside these approval criteria by the Planning Director shall be
reviewed by the Landmarks and Historic Preservation Commission as per 10.258(2).

Color Dynamics for the Home, ¢1950
Pittsburgh Paint Company
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Medford Historic Preservation Overlay District
Paint and Roofing Criteria
December 2007

6. MINOR HISTORIC REVIEW - ROOFING

In the 19" century roofing for most residential structures in southern Oregon was of wood shake or
wood shingle. After 1900, many buildings were built, or re-roofed, with newer asphalt based shingle
products that were advertised as being both less expensive and more durable than wood. While other
materials (slate, terra cotta tile, copper, even asbestos, for example) were available for purchase
during much of Medford’s late-19" and early 20 century, instances of local installations of such
products were rare.

Unlike paint, replacing a roof system is a fairly costly and longer-lasting decision for any
homeowner. A good roof protects a home from the weather and, as the single most exposed
component of the exterior envelope, should be durable so as to protect the interior from rain and heat.
New roofing technologies have been developed that compete with wood and asphalt shingles, in
some cases offering “forever” solutions that seem cost effective and attractive. And, at least in the
case of asphalt, new manufacturing processes and designs have transformed that basic material into
roofing products very different from the asphalt shingles available during the historic period reflected
in Medford’s historic neighborhoods. Though still called “Asphalt,” most such shingles are today
made from Fiberglas or organic composition products, and are available in wide range of thicknesses,
edge profiles, and colors. Some of these new materials may be appropriate for use in Medford’s
historic districts while others almost certainly are not.

Once again, as with paint, most owners of historic homes are interested in maintaining their
investment in a historically compatible fashion, using durable and cost-effective materials that
enhance the historic character, and allow them to proceed with their projects in a timely manner. The
Landmarks and Preservation Commission’s design review authority exists as a method of providing
an opportunity to avoid the occasional inappropriate installation that negatively impacts historic
neighborhoods. These criteria are intended to create a range of appropriate options that will allow
owners to proceed with as little delay as is feasible while still assuring the goals of the Historic
Preservation Overlay are met.

AMBLER
Asbestos Shingle
& Sheaching Co.

%ur House—

It's only as good
as its roof

Futiorioit

Amblor. Pa,
uad
8. Louis, Mo,

“Your House is only as Good as its Roof”
Ambler Asbestos Shingle & Sheathing Company, ¢1927

Page 8 of 11



Medford Historic Preservation Overlay District
Paint and Roofing Criteria
December 2007

A. EXCLUSIONS:
By definition, certain types of exterior roofing activity are excluded from review by the Landmarks
and Historic Preservation Commission. These are:

1. Re-roofing any historic residential resource with new materials of the same type, profile,
and visual qualities as the existing, subject to the requirements of the City of Medford
Building Code, is excluded from review under 10.406(2). Visual quality, as used here,
includes material type, shingle pattern, thickness method of installation exclusive of color.

B. PRE-APPROVED MATERIALS:

The following roofing materials are pre-approved for residential use in the Historic Preservation
Overlay Zone, subject to the specific criteria in Section C.

! Wood Shakes: Split wood appearance, usually cedar, applied in
traditional fashion. Shakes are thicker in profile at the butt end than
shingles, creating a more variegated visual character. Shakes come in
multiple grades of two basic varieties: Hand split and Taper-sawn.

Wood Shingles: As above, again typically cedar, but sawn flat with a
more uniform profile. Shingles are available natural tones (which
weathers) or in pre-stained color coatings. Standard shingles come with
straight-cut butt ends. Decorative shingles are also available in a
variety of patterns including diamond, half-cove, fish-scale and other
‘fancy’ cuts (See C(1)c, below for exclusions).

FIBERGLASS COMPOSITION (ASPHALT) SHINGLE:

3.Tab: The most common, and least expensive form of composition
shingle, generally rated for 25-years and available in numerous colors.
3-Tab, as the name implies, comes in strips of three, universally with
straight ends and near smooth profiles. NOTE: This material, lacking
visual character, is not typically appropriate for historic properties.
Pre-Approval is LIMITED to structures built 1935 or later only.

Architectural Grade Fiberglass Composition (Asphalt)

Cut with angled sides in more random-appearing patterns, Architectural
Grade create a more three-dimensional profile, are slightly more
expensive and have a generally longer life-expectancy.

Asphalt Shake/Multi-Layer Asphalt
Although made of the same basic materials as the above, multi-layer

asphalt includes a dark “shadow” layer(s) that adds additional depth
and, in some cases, color, to increase the three-dimensional quality of
the roof, Such shingles can approach the visual quality of slate or wood
shake. These shingles come in various ‘cuts’ or patterns [See Cl(c)).
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Medford Historic Preservation Overlay District
Paint and Roofing Criteria
December 2007

RE-ROOFING REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCESS:

Planning Director approval of applications for re-roofing under these criteria is subject to the
following:

a.

The application is limited exclusively to the installation of replacement roofing on an
existing residential structure where that request is not part of any other proposed
activity subject to review by the Landmarks and Historic Preservation Commission
under 10.258(2). [Roofing in combination with re-painting approved under these
criteria is permitted]

The application requests use of roofing materials determined by the Planning Director
to be consistent with the pre-approved materials listed in Section B, above.

The application request is for straight-cut end or “butt” shingle or shake profiles only,
excluding any fancy pattern end cut shingles except when such fancy cut shingles are
used for exact replacement of an existing or historically documented roofing design.

A single pre-approved material is proposed, in a single manufacturer’s color/pattern.
Mixture of more than one material, shingle pattern, or color is excluded from pre-
approval, even when both such proposed materials are pre-approved materials from
Section B. Use of a multi-colored shingle pattern as part of single manufactured
product colot/pattern is acceptable.

The application complies with all applicable Medford Building Code requirements
governing re-roofing an existing residential structure.

The application does not include any high-profile ridge or edge treatments unless such
treatment replicates a historically documented roofing character. (See photo for
typical “high profile” type treatment)
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Medford Historic Preservation Overlay District
Paint and Roofing Criteria
December 2007

Applications for replacement of existing wood shake or wood shingle roof materials with
asphalt composition materials is discouraged but is allowed under these criteria. Use of
composition “shake” type multi-layer shingle patterns that approximate the visual appearance
of shake is strongly encouraged.

“Shake” look roofing materials are a
multi-layer dimensional product, often
multi-toned, made of fiberglass or
asphalt composite materials. Such
shingles are available from numerous
manufacturers.

As shown at left, these random-
appearing shingles approximate the
pattern and texture of wood shake and
are typically available at significantly
lower cost than true wood shake materials. The use of such materials when replacing
existing or historic wood shake roofing with asphalt or composition products, while not
required, is strongly encouraged.

Applications under these criteria may be denied when any one of the following conditions is
determined by the Planning Director.

a. The proposal includes any roofing material that is not included as pre-approved in
Section B.
b. The proposal includes more than one approved roofing material and is not an exact re-

creation of the existing or a historically documented roof design.

c. The proposal includes the use of ‘fancy’ or decorative edge materials but is not an
exact re-installation of the existing or a historically documented roof design.

d. The proposal is determined by the Planning Director to be counter to the intent of
these criteria and counter to the intent of the Historic Preservation Overlay.

Applications determined to be outside these approval criteria by the Planning Director shall be
reviewed by the Landmarks and Historic Preservation Commission as per 10.258(2).
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2020 Histroic Plague Planned Placements

HISTORICAL NAME PLAQUE LANGUAGE Address Current Business

ROGUE THEATER ROGUETHEATRE-1939- 143 SEHST Theater: February 2020:
ESTABLISHED Owner Declined installation

CLAUS SCHMIDT HOUSE [SCHMIDT HOUSE 1901 508 SW 5TH ST  |JOSEPHINE COUNTY
ESTABLISHED HISTORICAL SOCIETY

REDWOODS HOTEL

ALBERT BUILDING

GRANTS PASS POST
OFFICE

HISTORIC CITY HALL

ISHAM WAREHOUSE

OWL BILLIARD PARLORS

TRAVELER'S HOTEL

US NATIONAL BANK

REDWOODS HOTEL 1926
ESTABLISHED

ALBERT BUILDING 1909
ESTABLISHED

GRANTS PASS 1935 POST OFFICE

HISTORIC CITY HALL 1912
ESTABLISHED

ISHAM WAREHOUSE 1932
ESTABLISHED

OWL BILLIARD PARLORS 1905
ESTABLISHED

TRAVELER'S HOTEL 1890
ESTABLISHED

US NATIONAL BANK 1956
ESTABLISHED

306 NW 6TH ST

220 NW 6th ST

140 NW 6TH ST

214 SW 4TH ST

220 SWHST

125 SE G ST

421 SE 6TH ST

400 SW 6TH ST

EMPTY

Red Eye Hut (2019)

USPS

SBDC, RCC

Carson's Bistro/ Vice
Brewing

G Street Bar and Grill

COWBOY CORRAL/
TRAVELER'S TRADING
POST

US NATIONAL BANK
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